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UPON CERTAIN 


PROPOSALS 


FOR AN 


AppIIATION to PARLIAMENT, Oe. 


tion to Parliament, on ſo im- 
portant a Subject as the Aboli- 
tion of Subſcription; by the 
Clergy, to the Articles of the Church of 
England, cannot be ſo * to fail of At- 
tention. 

But before we engage in the e 
Application, will it not be adviſeable to 


confider a little, how the Plea of the 


A . 
- 


B | "OP ha. 


. „ 
W of Subſcription can be fup. 


oried * 

Ever ſince Corruption of: Goſpel Dor- the 
trine began to appear, the true Profeſſors of 
of Chriſtianity found it neceſſary to have fro 

| ſome Set of Propoſitions, (or to ſpeak more 90 
in the common Phraſe of Divines, ſome 9 


Formulary, or Syſtem of Dofrines, call it 
Creed, Confeſſion of Faith, or what you pleaſe) 
by which they might declare their Opinions 
explicitly enough to vindicate them from 
the Suſpicion of holding certain corrupt 
Doctrines.— Theſe Confefſions were, and 
muſt be, varied as Occaſion. required. In 
the Year 1562, the Confeſſion now in Uk, 
conſiſting of thirty-nine Articles, was agreed 
upon by certain eminent Men amongſt the 
Reformers in England, to ſhew their Opi- 
nions. And as many as approved of this 
Syſtem of Doctrine and Diſcipline, volun- 
tarily joined themſelves together in Com- 
munion. About. nine Vears afterwards, 

that is, in the Year 1571, the Parliament, 
in order to keep improper Perſons out of 
the Miniſtry, ſaw fit to enact the Law, 
that no Miniſter, beneath the Degree of a 
Biſhop, ſhould be admitted to any Bene- 
+ hes 


\ 


[ 3 . 27 
ice, unleſs he ſubſcribed the ſaid Articles. 
And this is the Law propoſed to be re- 
pealed. 

Hence Wes l it appears, that the Uſe of 
the Articles is, to diſtinguiſh the Members 


of the Church of England ; pgs Von ou 


from the Imputation of maintaining ſuch 
Doctrines, as are there condemned; and 
to ſecure the Hearers from being bewilder- 
ed and miſled by Teachers of TO Doc- 
8 

To ſhew the Neceſſity of eſtabliſhing 
Confeſſions, by the Opinion of an Author, 


who cannot be objected to by the Friends 


of the Propoſals, conſult the Confeſſional, 
Page 5. Ed. 2. where we find as follows : 
„ Theſe Circumſtances, (the Riſe of ſome 
* Sects, who were Scandals to Religion, 
and who pretended to defend their Tenets 


on Proteſtant Principles,) laid the Pro- 


4 teflants under a Neceſſity of publiſhing to 
the whole World, explicit Confeſſions of their 
Faith and Docfrines.— To ſee that the 
ſame Neceſſity now ſubſiſts, we need only 
confider the Multitude of Sects, who call 
themſelves Chriſtians ; ſaid to amount to 
an hundred in the City of London,—And 
| B 2 bs to 


Perſons who claim it as a general Right! — 


141 


to 835 the Necelt of being! ſo very lar 
and explicit, in order to exclude Pap 
from the Miniſtry, let us recollect, thy 
they had Equivocations to evade every Re, 
ſtriction laid on them before the compilig 
of the Articles; for that many had con 
formed to all King Edward's Injunctiom 
and yet been Papiſts all the Time; and lt 
ys enquire alſo, whether the Papiſts are ui 
the leaſt altered, and more eaſily to be 
guarded againſt, or leſs to be feared noy 
than two hundred Years ago. 

Can then the neceſſary Meaſure, Sub. 
ſcription, be reaſonably complained of, x 
an Hardſhip on the Clergy ?—Is it unlay- 
ful or unreaſonable for thoſe, who hold the 
Doctrines contained i in the thirty-nine Ar 
ticles, and approve that Form, to make 
Profeſſion of their Belief thereby —ff it i 
why are they alone, of all Proteſtants, v 
be excluded from the Right of privat 
Judgment, and free Profeſſion, by the very 


Is it unlawful for a Society of Chriſtians 
to chuſe their own Teachers; or to fi 
upon certain Qualifications or Conditions 


which they think 7 to be —_ 
1 


133. : 

of their Teachers, in order to prevent the 
Propagation of what appear to them cor- 
rupt Doctrines, and to promote what ap- 


ars to them true Religion —Is it not a 
voluntary Act in every one, who offers 


himſelf a Candidate for the Miniſtry in the 
Church of England ?—Is there any Hard- 


ſhip then in requiring a Perſon to perform 


a Condition, which he knows to be law- 
flly annexed to the Office he is a volun- 
tary ee for ?— Will it be ſaid that 


it is hard for thoſe, who have prepared 


themſelves for the Miniſtry, to find an in- 


| ſuperable Objection in their Way? —If it 
be, we may aſk, in return, whether a pub- 


lie Eſtabliſnment is to give Way to a pri- 
vate Emolument Whether, if a Man ſets 
out in any other Profeſſion or Way of 


Life, and in his Progreſs finds the muni- 


cipal Laws obſtruct his Views, muſt thoſe 


Laws be repealed on his Account ?—Whe- 


ther a Body of Chriſtians are to accept a 
Teacher, who will not come up to the 


Conditions they think it neceſſary to re- 


quire of him, rather than he ſhould be 


diſappointed ?—Were the Reformers Pro- 


teſtants ? Did they . their own 


Prin- = 
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| { 61] 
Principles? Did they not within four Year 
after the full Eſtabliſhment of Proteſtan- 
tiſm, by the Acceſſion of Queen E/; 1Zabeth, 
draw up the Articles, and within other 
nine Years find it neceſſary to eſtabliſh 
Subſcription: by a Law.?—And are we ſo 
little acquainted with the Arts of the 
Church of Rome, fo little read in the bloody 
Chronicle of a Mary's Reign, (whom Pro. 
vidence no doubt permitted, for a Time, 
to tyrannize, as a Warning to this Na- 
tion; are we ſo little read in that Chro- 
nicle; ) as to pull down that Bulwark, 
which they, who ſtill ſmarted with the 
Remembrance of her- Yoke, found it ne- 
ceſſary to erect ?—lIs there no Medium be- 
tween Perſecution and opening our Arms 
to receive and cheriſh thoſe Teachers, whom 
we believe to hold very erroneous and 
dangerous Opinions! 2— 
But we are told there is 1 De- 
fence againſt Popery in the Anſwer to the 
ſecond Queſtion at the Ordination of a 
Prieſt. One would think they, who aſſert 
this, either knew not that Infallibility, and 
all the other Corruptions of Popery, are 


der ived ultimately from pretended Scrip- 
ture 


ture Authority ; or that they ſuppoſed ae 
know not this. ,——Peſides, had they not 
tried that Security, and found it ineffectual, 


171 


from the fifth and ſixth Vears of King 


Edward's Reign to the thirteenth of Ehza- 


beth ?— Again, obſerve, how all the En- 
gagement implied in the Anſwer to the 
Queſtions at Ordination may be not only 


evaded, but made to militate againſt us, 


by ſimply denominating all the fundamen- 
tal Articles of Proteſtantiſm, Errors and 


Corruption, which in the third Anſwer the 
Candidate engages to root up.—And who 
can ſay that a Miniſter, who has made no 


explicit Declaration of his Belief, has ex- 
cluded himſelf from ſo denominating them? 


Or who can doubt that one popiſhly in- 
dined would do fo ?—Farther, ſuppoſing 


a better Bulwark againſt Popery could- be 


deviſed than Subſcription is, ought we not 


to ſee and examine whether it be really 


better, before we part with that we have? 
hut the Truth is, perhaps, Matters are 
not yet ripe for this.— They want firſt to 
undermine the Foundation and then no 
doubt we ſhould have Plenty of curious 


Plans Preſented for as? and Crowds 


of 
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Artifts would buſy themſelves 10 digging 
Materials out of the Ruins, and ereCting, 
though with untempered Mortar, fuch 
Edifices, as their own whimſical Fancig 
ſhould approve,—But let not us be drawn 
in to ruin our noble Edifice, and lea 
ourſelves unſheltered and defenceleſs again 
every Storm, by the crafty Attempts of 
thoſe, who would be the firſt to derde us 
for our Folly — _ 

Nay, and if this Point wich regard to 
Popery were got over, would not the very 
ſame Difficulties occur with reſpect to every 
important Error condemned in the Arti- 
cles? For (in a religious View) why do 
we exclude Popiſh Teachers from oui 
Churches, but becauſe we are convinced 
they would endeavour to propagate ſuch 
Errors, as, we are perſuaded, do deforn 
the Goſpel ?—And does not the very ſame 
| Reaſon urge us to exclude Teachers of all 
other Doctrines, which appear to us ſo 
pernicious as to require the like Cau- 
tion - 

So that Subſcription | is not in 1 Reality 
any Compulſion; as no corporal Puniſh- 


ment, or pecuniary Mulet would attend a 


Refuſal; 


tl 


efuſal;, but it i only. 4 Security, which. 


2 


Man voluntarily giyes to the Society, o 


reat Truſt ; in i1t,— 4 
But it is urged, 05 that we deprive our- 


This Argument may as well be urged 
or the taking in Popiſh Teachers as any 
others; for doubtleſs there have been, and 
nay be worthy Men of that Communion, 


for nothing in either Caſe.— For if there 
are really any worthy Men excluded, they 
ay both exerciſe their Miniſtry in ſome 
Congregation, whoſe Opinions they better 
agree with; and alſo they may make pub- 


Men ever ſo worthy upon the whole, 
they muſt have ſome peculiar Notions 


they would not find themſelves, excluded. 


open them a Way to propagate what ap- 


CG „ + 8r 


* 


is voluntarily e an Office N 


ſelves of the Labours of worthy Men.“ 


The Truth is, the Argument is good 


lic their Labours.— And again, be theſe 


contradictory to our Principles, otherwiſe 
—And if that be the Cafe, ought we to 


pears to us to be Error, for the Sake of 
any Good we can hope for from them? 
—< Shall we do Evil, that Good may 
85 come of it ?”—In ſhor t, if they eſteem 


9 


lawful, they dught riot to diſturb us; for 


them for the Attempr: And as they an 


ment ?— What ſhould we think of 


ly to the civil Conſtitution ? Should we 
ſuppoſe ſuch a Propoſal to ariſe from good 


Deſigu, or Inſanity? Apply the Argu- 


L 10 } 
our Terms of Communion unlaw ful, they ron 
ought to forſake us; if they eſteem them Nor 


as to the Pretence of impröbing us, it h 
only their own Party, who would thank 


at Liberty to ſet.” up 'for themſelves, they 
qught not to deny us the Liberty to enjoy 
what we approve better than their Fan. 
cies. If otherwiſe, how do they leave us 
the Exerciſe of the Right of private Judt 


Man's Politics, who ſhould propoſe the 
Abolition of the Coronation Oath, and 
the Oaths of Allegiance, Supremacy, &: 
as being an Hardſhip on the King on one 
Hand, and on the Subjects on the other, 
and recommend the ſaid Abolition as friend. 


Senſe, or to proceed from Ignorance, evil 


ment; is not Religion as momentous à 
n, as civil Government Are not 
Teſts and Securities as neceſſary to be de- 
manded of thoſe, who undertake Offices 
of Importance in the Church, as in the 

Court ? 


( 22 ] 
Court? Let us aſk theſe pretended Pa- 


lej 
em 
for 
15 


Non-Conformiſt Miniſters at the Reyolu- 
tion, was a neceſſary Meaſure, or not 


ſonable to eſtabliſh Rules for excluding 
improper Perſons from Entering into the 
Miniſtry.— 3 

And.now, as we © hops It ſuffciently ap- 


Clergy,. in Subſcription, cannot be ſup- 
ported, let us a little farther examine the 


in the Propoſals ſhould ſueceed.— 

The Friends and Abettors of it tell you, 
that it will not only give Eaſe to the 
Minds of many, who find themſelves obliged 
to ſubſcribe to what they cannot aſſent to; 
but that it will alſo be the Glory of our 
church to ſtand upon a more comprehen- 
five Bottom, as that will ſhew our exten- 


teſtant Principles, of the Right of private 
Judgment, and alſo of the Sufficiency of 
Scripture ; and that it will unite Proteſtants 
againſt Popery.— Fair Proſpects indeed, 
but alas! too flattering.— For 


C 2 o 


tons of Liberty, whether the Ejection of 


If it was, then 2 fortiori, it muſt be rea- 


pears, that the Plea of Hardſhip on the 


Conſequences, if the Scheme recommended 


five Charity, and ſtrict Regard to the Pro- 


4 12 1 | 
©" Whoſe Minds would it 'eaſe ?——The 
Minds of thoſe, who do ſubſcribe as "Occa- 
ſion offers, or of thoſe, Who do not? —I 


the latter, what Burden can they have on 
their Minds, ſince they do not comply ?— 
It might indeed eaſe them in their 'out. 
ward Circumſtances; and if they are worthy 
and in Want, one cannot but pity them. 
— But, as we have already ſeen, it woull 
be a blameable Pity to prefer the pri. 
vate Intereſt of Individuals to the Safety 
'of the whole Society.— And they who 
think Subſcription | a neceſſary Security, 
muſt view ſuch Pity in this Light.—And 
as to thoſe who do ſubſcribe, how can they ll © 
want Eaſe ?—Becauſe we would hope the © 
Declaration that they do it ex anino ii | 
ſincere, in general.—It would not be very Ml | 

{ 

| 

| 


charitable to a Set of Men, liberally edu- 
cated, to doubt of it —Yet it would alfo 
be diſingenuous to deny, that there is Rea- 
ſon to believe ſome are not ſo ſincere as 
one would wiſh; their own Declarations 
prove it.—But again, let us not be fo un- 
charitable as to extend this beyond thoſe, 
Who directly, or by very evident Proots 
acknowledge it —And ſurely we may aſk, 

whether 


1434 
whether theſe Men, thus confeſſedly - in- 
ſincere in ſo ſolemn a Matter, really merit 
ſuch Indulgence, as that we ſhould quit 
what we think a neceſſary Bulwark of 
our religious Liberty, to reconcile their 
Duty to their Intereſt ?!—And that too 
when it is plain the Hardſhip is only pre- 


tended ; becauſe their ogg ra allow 
them to conform.— | 


Or what Glory would it be to our 


church, under the Notion of enlarging 
our Plan, to give up our very Exiſtence, 


23 a Church ?—PFor, doubtleſs, Subſcrip- 


tion is one of the chief Pillars of our ex- 
cellent Eſtabliſhment —Take away that, 


and you pull down the whole Edifice. 
You bring the efabl;/hed Mode of Chriſtian | 
Profeſſion and Worſhip, to a Level with 
thoſe - Modes, which are only zolerated —— 


For. where is the Difference, if the Way 


to the Miniſtry in the eſtabliſhed Church 


is as open to the Profeſſors of 'one Set of 
Principles, as another ?—lf neither Laity, 
nor even the Clergy, are obliged to main- 
tain the peculiar Poctrines of the Church 
of England, why are we called the Church 
of n If there is then to be an 


Eftabli 72 


tel 

Bfabliſomont, let ns hold faſt that with. 
out which, It cannot. poſlibly ſabſiſt; pre. 
ſerving regßnalle Toleration in its full Vi. 
gour. But let qs not confound theſe — 
The Defign is abſurd. even in Idea; ang 
conſequently ĩmpracticable in Fact —Ye 
this the Propoſals aim at, at leaſt. But 
2 thinking Man can hardly doubt, bu 
that the Experiment would be ruinous not 
only to ourſelves, but even to the beſt and 
honeſteſt Part of thoſe, who now enjoy 
Toleration amongſt us — 

As vain would be the Hope of extend- 
ing our Honour by what they call adbering 


to the Proteſtant Principles of be Rich it 
of pri vate Judgment, and the Sufficiency of tl 
_ Scripture, Por if theſe Principles prohibit Wl 
Proteſtants from maintaining any explicit ll 
Doctrines, then are not Proteſtantiſm and 
Scepticiſm ſynonymous Terms ?——And if Wl «© 
they do not prohibit us from maintaining | 


explicit Doctrines, then requiring Sub- 
ſcription cannot contradict theſe Proteſtant 
Principles; becauſe no Man is compelled 
to ſubſcribe. —All that we require is an 
: honeſt Avowal, -whether the Candidate's 
Sentiments agree with ours —We require 
none 


th. 8 
re. None to gie up his Sentiments; and chat 
i. 


[ 15] 


he may not even diffemble- them, is the 
very Reaſon Why an explicit Beclaratzon 
;s expected. We ſuppoſe, that, conſider- 
ing the Wiles of our Adverſaries, nothing 
ort of ur Terms is ſuffleient Security; 
and we think we have as good a Right 
to judge for ourſelves; as any other Set 
of Chiiſtians- have —= Beſides, ce ſhall; 

perhaps,” "ſcarce: meet witli a more” narrow 
minded Set of Men, (notwit ſtarr 
profeſſions,) than thoſe,” wWhom we muſt 
conclude to be Promoters of this Scheme 
if we may judge of their Prineiples by 
that Attachment to Party, and 5 Acri- 
mony and Contempt towards Opponents, 
with which their Writings and Converſa- 
tion are replete.— And if they appear to 
extend their Amity to any, who in forme 
Points.differ from them, we ſhall find it 
s only to ſuch as join with them in the 
Purſuit of their preſent favourite 1 5 8 


the undermining the Eſtabliſhment. 


And now for the concluding Motive for 
the Application, v/z. that it will unite 
Proteſtants againſt Popery.— How will it 
unite them ?—They, who really wiſh to 


oppoſe 
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| cpp Popery, will unite nom, in all law- 
ful and expedient Undertakings, for that Ml us 
End. And would they, who are no 
unwilling | to unite, be rendered more will- to! 
ing by the Abolition of Subſeription— 

How could that operate! Are there any, 
who would exert themſelyes againſt Po- 
pery, if they had Preferment in the Church 
of England, but who. will not do ſo with. 
out it lf ſuch there are, are they thus 
to be courted ?—Alas! would not this 
propoſed Comprehenſion, whilſt it united 
Numbers in Name, diſunite them more 
than ever in Affection Do we not per- 
ceive, (or if we do not, where is our Ob- 
ſervation ?) that Animoſities generally riſe 
higher between thoſe of the ſame, than be. 
tween thoſe of dj ferent Denominations? 
N or is it wonderful; ſince we find 
ourſelves more intereſted ; in rectifying what 
appear to us Errors, in Proportion as we 
are more intimately connected with thoſe, 
who fall into them. — And conſequentiy, 
the Diſcontinuance of our preſent Teſt of 
Principles would be ſo far from uniting 
us, that it would make our Diſſenſions 
more violent; as being more domeſtic.— 


How- 


Howeyer, it ä 7 no Means, unite 
a5 more againſt Popery. Por if the Pro- 
ltants of 1571, found every other Cau- 
ion, except Subſcription, ineffectual to en- 
clude. Papiſts, how ſhould we exclude. them FE” 
now, if that is aboliſhed ? — No, no, if 
the Breach was made for . ho call 
hemſelyes Proteſtant Diſſenters, the Papiſts 
vould undoubtedly enter along with them, 
and have a Party amongſt us. ——And ſome 
are ſo open as to ſay, ſo it ought to be. 
(Prieftly-:on Government.) Nor indeed 
can they, who plead for abſolute, unlimited 
Toleration, (as they chuſe to expreſs and 
explain it,) conſiſtently deny them a Share 
of it —And others will not hear of any 
Danger from Popery ; how. juſtly, let the 
experienced judge.—And though one muſt 
be candid enough to own, that ſome worthy 
Men, who perhaps patronize the Applica- 
tion, do not ſee theſe Conſequences ; yet 
furely we, who do, ought by no Means to 
countenance any Undertaking, which ap- 
pears ko. us ſo very pernicious —The Abo- 
ition of Subſcription then, we ſee, is not 
even Intended, at leaſt by ſome of its Ad- 
| D | | vocates, 


{18 ] 
vocates, to unite Proteſtants againſt Po, fit 
per). th 

If it appears now falciantly evident, 
that the Conſequences, ſaid to be aimed at 
by the Favourers of the Propoſals, cannot 
juſtly be hoped for, let us ſee what others 
may juſtly be feared. —It is urged againf 
us, that Subſcription does not produce ab- 
| ſolute Unanimity amongſt ourſelves — 
And who ever aſſerted that it was expected 
ſo to do: Are there not many Doctrines 
not at all mentioned in the Articles !— 
And therefore Latitude is undoubtedly al- 
lowed therein.—But that Subſcription really 
prevents many Diverſities of Opinion, or 
at leaſt Diverſities of Profeſſion, (and is 
not this ali that human Inſtitutions can 
attempt to regulate ?) even the Propoſals 
themſelves are a ſufficient Proof. For 
what have the Promoters of them to com- 
plain of, in Subſcription, if it does not 
prevent them from profeſſing Principles, 
different from thoſe aſſerted in the Arti- 
ticles ?—The Effect then of the Abolition 
of Subſcription, could not but be the In- 
pier of much greater Diverſity of 

Opinion, and alſo much greater "_ 

ſity 


ts] 
fty than now ſubſiſts amongſt us, even if 
that were as great as the Advocates for 
the Propoſals aſſert; that is, it muſt in- 
troduce great Confuſion amongſt us.— 
For how could Unanimity of Faith, Wor- 
ſhip, and Diſcipline be maintained, amongſt 
perſons of ſuch various and contradictory 
sentiments, as the Supporters of all the 
various Sects of Chriſtians; who would 
all, (at leaſt all nominal Proteſtants,) by 
this Scheme be admiſſible ?!!—To mention 
only two or three ; what Unanimity would 
there be between the Athanafians, Arians, 
and Socinians; when they are divided as 
to the Object of Worſhip ?—Muſt not 
ſuch a Society ſoon moulder away? 
An Houſe divided againſt itſelf cannot 
& ſtand,” Would not the various con- 
ending Parties, after mutual Struggles, 
at laſt all ſink under ſome Ox R, which 
ſhould prove to be the ſtrongeſt; and ſo 
ſubſide into the Calm of an Eſtabliſhment - 
gain? And whether that prevalent Par- 
ty, (without providential Interpoſition,) 
would be Proteſtant or Popiſh, it cannot 
be hard to conjecture ; if we conſider whe- 
ther the Principles of the former or the 
+ 3-8 latter, 


Fw} 
latter; are mort adapted to carry on ſeeres 
Stratagems and Intrigues, and to practiſe 
every Means, how violent ſoever, to ſac. 
ceed.— To be convineed by Experience, 
that this Event muſt take Place, we need 
but reflect; how various were the Views 
of thoſe, who united to deſtroy our Eſta. 
bliſhment, both civil and eccleſiaſtical 
about the Middle of the laſt Century; 
and, as ſoon as that common Object was 
obtained, how ſpeedily did that Variety 
diſappear, and one prevailing Set domincer 
over the reſt ?—When the Friends of the 
Diſſenters in England, in Queen Ames 
Time, were labouring to fave them from 
the Schiſm-Bill, and the Act againſt occa- 
fional Conformity ; at that very Time came 
there not a Petition from Scotland, againſt 
even tolerating any of the epiſcopal Clerg 
there ?—And what Oppoſition in thek 
very Days is there, to the Appointment of 
an American Biſhop ; though the Deſign 
was to give him no Juriſdiction, farther 
than to govern the Clergy ; and though 

the Neceſſities of the Coloniſts, who are 
in Communion with the Church of Eng- 


land, are evident 74 And has not this 
e . laſt- 


8 CP T— ER _—_ * >» THF. 


muſt and will influence Men, to 


1a] 
[aſt-mentioned Inſtance of Zeal for à Party 


been ſupported, by the very Perſons who 


attack our Eſtabliſhment ; and by the Ar- 


gument, that Preſbytery is there eftabliſh» 
« ed, (no Matter whether that be Fact, 
« or: not) and that therefore Epiſcopacy 
ce ought nat there even. to be tolerated?” — 
All this is not to rekindle Animoſities, 
but to ſhew- that Attachments to Party 
rt 
that Syſtem of Religion, which they . 
prove. This was evident both when 
Preſbytery and when Epiſcopacy prevailed 
in Scotland. And therefore the Queſtion 
to be determined by us 1s ſhort ; If we be- 


live our Mode of profeſſing Chriſtianity 


to be the beſt, we ſhall do well to give 
our Hand to check an Attempt ſo deſtruc- 


tive of our Eſtabliſhment, as the propoſed 
Application.—lIf on the contrary we diſ- 


approve our own Eſtabliſhment, what hin- 


ders us from forſaking it; and going over 


to any Sect, where we think Chriſtianity 


is profeſſed in greater Purity ?—But ſurely | 
nothing can be ſo injudicious, and incon- 
ſiſtent, as for any, who really wiſh the 
W of the Eſtabliſhment, to ſuffer 

them- 
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ſiſtent with our own religious Liberty: 
and therefore we cannot conſent willingly 


might well apprehend would be no eaſy” 


ments, the Clergy of the eſtabliſhed Church 


poſed Application to Parliament. Friendly 


[=] 
themſelves. (through”a miſtaken Candour) 
to be cajoled out of their principal For. 
treſs, and to admit thoſe, who, by the 
Help of ſuch a Lodgment, might (as we 
might too late perceive,) diſpoſſeſs us of 
every other Poſt, which, as Chriſtians, we 
muſt moſt. with to hold; and harraſs us 
with ſuch Attacks, as our Charity would 
not permit us to diſtreſs them with — 
We ought indeed to be harmleſs as 
« Poves; and therefore we [wiſh thoſe 
who diſſent from us, every Toleration con- 


But we are alſo to be © wiſe as Serpents ;” 


to put our Necks under a Yoke, that we 


one. 
In this View, and b het Senti- 


in general conſider the Scheme of the pro- 


as they are, and have approved themſelves 
to be, to every generous Principle of a 
Toleration, diſclaiming, as they have, in 
their whole Conduct, as well as in their 
Writings, | every Meaſure of Severity to 

973] thoſe, 


„ 

thoſe, who differ from them, every Deſign, 
which might ſeem in any Degree unfavour- 
able to the religious Liberties of Mankind, 
and expreſſing on every Occaſion: the "Zeal, 
which becomes them, in Support of that 
Government, whoſe Glory and Security it 
js to extend its Indulgence to all Religions, 
which can be tolerated with Safety to the 
State, they are not afraid of being thought 
to deviate from thoſe Principles, in pro- 
feſſing themſelves ſatisfied with thoſe Terms 
of an Eſtabliſhment, which, they. are per- 
ſuaded, are neceſſary to the Preſervation of 
Peace and Order in the Church, and are 
the proper Barriers and Fences * its Con- 
ſtitution. 

Why then are the Clergy 80 as 
aiſhing to be delivered from a Yoke of 
Bondage, which, unleſs we judge of the 
whole Body by a very few, has not yet 
been complained of, as a Grievance, which 
calls for the Remedy propoſed ? Were the 
Numbers then really ſo great, or the Per- 
ſons, who attended the Metting, adver- 
tiſed ſo long in the public Papers, fo conſi- 
derable in Station or Character, as to ap- 


pear in wy: Degree, as the Repreſentatives 
of 


T4] 
of the Clergy, or as having any Authority 
to declare their Senſe of the Propoſals ? 1 
I am not miſinformed, not one Clergyman 
in the whole Dioceſe of Landon, though the 
Meeting was in the Metropolis, appeared 
to complain of the Grievance: If any at- 
tended from other Dioceſes, they were very 

few, and their Names, if made Public, 
may not perhaps give any great Reaſon to 
ſuppoſe, that they were the Delegates of 
the Clergy on an Occaſion of ſo much Im. 
portance. The Clergy of the eſtabliſned 
Church have not yet, as far as I can learn, 
made any formal Declaration, that they ar 
uneaſy, or wiſh to be releaſed from their 
Obligations to the Subſcriptions, which the 
Laws of the Land require from them: [ 
have converſed with many of them freely 
on the Subject, and have never yet diſco- 
vered any Ground to ſuſpect, that they are 
waiting with Impatience to be ſet free from 
the Frtlers, as they are called, of eccleſiaſtical 
Tyranny. They are too tender of their 
Characters, too ſenſible of the Bleſſings of 


Peace and Order, to fall in with the licen- 
tious Humour of the Times, and wantonly 
to try the. Experiment of new-modelling 
wo Fc. 00 


431 | 
the Church of England, by throwing every 
thing into Confuſion: They have ſeen with 
Indignation the Attempts, which have been 
lately made, to ſet Men looſe from thoſe 

Reſtraints, which the Wiſdom of our An- 
ceſtors has placed as the Guards of our 
civil Conſtitution, And they ſee Reaſon 
to ſuſpect, that the ſame reſtleſs Spirit, diſ- 
appointed 1 in its firſt Delign, 1 is now form- 


ing its Attack againſt that Part of the _ 


Eſtabliſhment, which is in too near an Alli- 
| ance with the State, not to expect, too well 

diſpoſed to its Support and Security, not to 
deſerve 1 Its Favour and Protection. 


* 


„ 0 


* * 


34 


1 3 
** 4 L S 
* 4 
11 
. 
— ph Þ 
ww. —— 
2 * * * * 4 Oy 
— > 
63 — 
3 : 
* % 
* 
— i 
» 
* #: 7 
F 
* wv b * 
# 1 
- 7 "15 1 


4 
* 2 


— — 2 
—— — —— — 


F 
* 
» 
5 * 
728 * 
* V 
c 
þ 1 4 1 = 2 
n | 
: «4 > 
: * P 2 
* 5 . | 
* % 4 © % 
: * 2 * . 4 x 
a IE. * . 
, * . . ,=* * J : 
* I R hy 3 -». 9 * { 
. * , 
« g - d 
” * 1 
. 4 A *. 44 * . 42 2 
— % 2 4 4 7 
on 5. F* hog ” 
1 * ? * N . 5 - * 
| , 4 l © 
C = £ 24 FE * : 4 T 
— 1 * 
* 4 4 
. 
mn 5 : * * 1 
* - g 1 > - 
* . s 4 
T = * 5 
. 
- 
* x id 
5 1 
ds * 
ws, , 
* * -> % * * 4 0 bk _ * 8 
> 2 l ; , | 
# 
if * 
. IF | 
P * / * * 
3 = 4 >. MN * 1 « % og : 
* —— * E . 
3 « #F *» * » 5 
7 8 * . * * 6 . 8 F 
: 2 Y 


8 * | * 1 


* 2” ES 


— — pen—nong——— — = 
—— — 4 — — — 0 


by FP 
* 
* 
4 
2 * 
: L * 
\ > 
. F. 
* 1 
% Sa 
7 . 
** * 
- +. 
& TY 1 
* k - I 
8 k 
: az? 2 
* 7 - 9 af 7 * 
* I 8 4 p 
- — 
. I yr N $4 — * > 
', — 4 
1 " We 
* ot - 
1 . . 
5 * 
z M . 
1 1 
1 1 — * 
n 
I : . 
* — 
2323 3x 
+a ou. 
8. * 8 * *. 
* * 5 | 4 
* &- * * pa *. 7 . * 
- Y K * 
5 ſ 
4 93 * 
x - r I 
ff 
„ 
* 4.4 1 
i 
2 
* 
4 
* * 
— . * 
* 29% 
* 
We. SF 9 
W 1 * * 
* * F — * 
* DS 
Þ 5 bh 
1 
* — | * 
8 
* 2 
'®, 
Pa 7 
. 
'«K - 
8 * 5 
. +% 
« 
2 ; 
7 * X " ” 
F 1 8 
4 4 > Ss * * 
if 
** M. 


— 


2 
a dt. rat 


bl 


——— 


. ̃ ——... 


— — e 


— e — _— 


— — 


